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CURRENT INIELLIGENCE STAFF STUDY

MAQ USH~"PUNG AND DIALECTICAL MATERTALISY

This is a working paper, the lirst ol at least two
papers on Moo Tse-tung as a Marxigt philousoplher, A sccond
and much longer naper will discuss Mao and historical ma-
texdialicnm.,

Because the Chinese Communists prosent’Mao as Lhe
world's foremost living theorist, and because Lhis claim
Tor Mao 15 un issue in the continuing Sino-Soviet dispute,
1t struck us as worth while to try to evaluute the claim.
The claim will presumably continue to be a factor in the
Sino-Soviet relationship even after Mao's death, just as
the dilfering Soviet und Chinese assessments of Stalin's
contribution have continued to be 2 factor.

The Sino-Soviet Studies Group would welcome comment
on this paper. The paper was written by
the China Division of the Sino-Soviet Bloc Area
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SUMMARY

Mao Isc-tung's claim to have mude an original contri--
bution to the theory ol dialectical materialism rests on
two essays, On Pructice and On Contradiction, both alleged
to have been"written in 19377 Even il this date were
credible, Muo's positions would be almost entirvely deriva-
tive.,

Mao's theory of cognition is the same as Lenin's. His
theory ol truth, a rationale for changes in the party line,
is & paraphrase of Lenin's, which itself came from Engels.
His theory of the unity and struggle of opposites, similarly
& rationale for emphasizing now "unity" with and now "strug-
gle" against this or that class or group, was apparently .
reached by compressing some formulations of Lenin's. The
much-advertised contribution of "Mao" to this theory-~the
distinction between antagonistic and non-antagonistic '"con-
tradictions" (conflicts)--seems really to have come from
Andrei Zhdanov.

Mao does seem to have made one small contribution.
This is his contention that there is a "principal aspect"
of any contradiction which is the determinant of qualita-
tive change. While this explanation is philosophically
suspect, it is a novel formulation.

The evidence sStrongly suggests that Peiping has fal-
sified the dates of composition of these essays, and that
they were actually written in the period 1950-52. This
was done in the interest of making Mao appear to have
anticipated Stalin and Zhdanov in certain formulations which
he in fact copied from thcm.

In short, the claims for Mao as a contributor to the
theory of dialectical materialism are largely Spurious.

OFFICIAL USE onNI v
Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2009/12/03 : CIA-RDP85T00875R001000010009-7




(\.".'-'|'.rc‘ LI 4 ",,l.c [SURRY &

Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2009/12/03 : CIA-RDP85T00875R001000010009-7

MAO ISE-TUNG AS A MARXIST PIIILOSOPHER

Introduction

Tho Chinese Cemmunists claim that Mao Tse-tung's "ideo-
lopgy'™ dis "au extvemely impoctant blossoming aud creative
development of Moxxist-Leninist dinlectical and historical
matorialism." It should be said at once that Chinecse thaor-
ists see many moxe contributions to doctrine than do others,
as 1t 1s their duty to do so. '

At precisely what points did Mao introduce a novel
idew, male a contribution to theory? This question will be
discussed, first, in regard to dialectical materialism--the
philosophical, "dialectical" explanation of mature and the
universe. :

I. DIALECTICAL MATERIALISM

Mao's claim to an original contribution in the field
of Marxist dialectical materialism rests on two essays:
On Practice and On Contradiction. These works are said to
have been written in July und Auvgust 1937, respectively.
He has more recently been credited with theoretical vision
as displayed in On the Correct Handling of Contradictions
Among the People, a speech given on 27 February 1957 (and
in anothexr speech on 12 March 1937, although the March date
i5 no longer used) and revised for publication by Mao in
June 1957 after the fiasco of the "hundred fiowers." RBe~
cause this more recent wérk deals zlmost entirely with
matters pertaining to historical materialism--the matexial-
ist interpretation of history--it will be discussed later.

On Practice

On Practice is, according to Li Ta, one of the founders
of the Chinese Communist Party (CCP) and the chairman of the
Scientific Association for Philosophy, " a development of
the Marxist-Leninist theory of practice." (2) This remark
was made two months after On Practice was reviewed in Pravda
(18 Decembar 1950) as a work which "develops basic concepts
of Marxism-Leninism con dialectical-materialist cognition."
Within months after its publication in the USSR (Bol'shevik,
No. 23, December 1950) and Communist China (Jen-min Jih-pao,
29 December 1950), the Chinese Communists were making claims
which went beyond the more modest view that On Practice had
"summed up" existing theory and doctrinal tradition, while
the Soviet theorists were soon coatent to rest on their
oars,

OYRFTICTAT FICS  OAT W

Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2009/12/03 : CIA-RDP85T00875R001000010009-7




CISWINST AL TIQN N
Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2009/12/03 : CIA-RDP85T00875R001000010009-7

In his article, Li Ta approaches the role of practice
in the knowing-process by citing a passage from Lenin's
Philosophical Notebooks:

IFrom living intuition to abstract thought,
and from thence to practice-~that is the
disalectical road to knowledge of the truth,
to knowledge of objective realilty.

But Mao, he cluims, has "developed'" this principle of Lenin
by drawing o penetrating distinction bhetween two stages in
the knowing-process: that is, "from perception (intuition)
to thought and from thought to practice.'" Mac pointed out
that the "perception" of the first stage is a low stage of
knowledge, while the "thought'" of the second stage is a high
stage of knowledge.

It is difficult to grant validity to Li's claim on the
sroutds he chooses for it. For Lenin's above-mentioued re-
mark clearly posits two stages in the Inowing-process, and
other statements made by him indicate that it was preciscly
with this process that he dealt. 'The theory of knowledge,
he wrote, must study '"the origin and development of cogni-
tion, the transition from non-consciousness to conscious-
ness." /Lenin's italics and herafter/ (3) "We must not
regard our knowledge as ready made...but must determine
how knowledge emerges from jgnorance, how incomplete, in-
exact knowledge becomes more complete and more exact."

(4) "Sensation /psychological perception/ is the trans-
formation of the energy of external excitation into a state
of consciousness /tThought/" (5) But how this tramsitien
from physical to mental occurs in the concrete and exactly
through what mechanism, Lenin never actually informs us,
and neither does Mao.

Lenin repeatedly makes the point, which Mao merely
reiterates in On Practice, that knowledge moves upward,
ascends in stages. Lenin's view is that knowledge must not
be regarded as a passive, "immediate' reflection of reality,
but as a process in which the knowing subject takes an
active part, ascending by abstresction from sensations to
higher products of knowledge; that is, as a process occurring
by stages. He says, "Knowledge is the reflection of Nature
on the part of man. This reflection, however, is by no
means a simple, immediate, total affair, but rather a process
involving a series of abstractions, formulaticns, the framing
of concepts, laws, etc." (6) "In ascending from the con-
crete to the abstract, thought--provided it is correct--does
not get farther away from truth, but comes closer to it...all

-2-
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Sclentlfic abstractions present a deeper, more faithful,

nore complete reflection of Nature, " (7)  "The movement
of Tlndwledge towards its object must always tuke place 4n
a4 dialectical fashion..." (8) "Truth is 2 process, Man
advances frem subjective 1dew to objective truth by way

of 'practice' (and technology)." {(9) "Man is unzble to

grasp-reflect-copy Natvsre as a whole, a complete thing, 4in
its 'lmmediate totality;’ he can only approach eteranlly
closer to it, hy creating abstractions, concepts, laws, a
scientific world~picture, and so on, and so0 forth." (190)

Lenin’s emphasis in these passages stems from his
effort to strike a contrast to the sensationalist views of
materialists such as Mach. He insists, throughout the
working-out of the "dialectical" transition from the sen-
Sory to the "logicul" stages of knowledge, on preserving
an essential distinction between the two. He thereby
acknowledges the basic impossibility of assimilating in- - ;
tellectual cognition to sensory activity. When, therefore, !
Mao, discussing two stages in the process of gaining know-
ledge, states that, "Conception (thought) is not only
cuantitatively but also qualitatively different from pexr-
ception (sensory activity)," (11) he is attacking the
Sensationalist dragons precisely from Lenin's position.

Chinese theorists also advanced claims of philoscphical .
uniqueness for On Practice in connecticn with the Marxist
theory of truth., A1 Ssu-chi, deputy chairman of the Scien-
tific Associations for Philcosophy, who has been wvriting on
the methodology of thought since at least 1936 (12), states
that Mao "clarifies and develeps Engels® and Lenin's famous
principle on absolute and relative truth." {({13) Al secems
to have abstracted 2 statement in Pravda, 18 December 19390,
which had reviewed Mao's essay. Hilis case appears to rest
primarily on the following statement of Mao's: "A Marxist
recognizes that the development of the total process of
the universe is absolute, whereas the development of each
particular process in this total process is relative, Hence
in the great river of absolute truth, man's knowledge of a
particular process in each given stage of development is
only relatively true. Absolute truth is compoundad of a
sum-total of relative-truths," (14>

Actually, this 4is merely a paraphrase, not a develop-
ment, of Lenin's remarks in Materialism and Empirio-Ceriticism:
"Human reason in its nature is capable of ylelding and does
yield the absolute truth which is compesed of the sum-total
of relative truths. Each step in the development of science
2dds new fragments of truth, and from this the absalute truth
is constituted, but the limits of the truth of each scien-
tific statem2nt are relative.," (15) And indeed, Lenin was

-3~
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mexely repeating Engels® arpurent in Anti-Duhring, whewe he
discusses "eternal truths" and states {hat "the knewledge
which has an unconditional claim to truth is reialized In a
series of relative errors."

Another argument used by Ai Ssu-chi, which on first
conslderation appears pertinent to the cluim for Huo's
unlqueness, is that Mao "proved the necessity of the unin-
terrupted developmeut of true knowladge." (16) That is,
that all "truths" must be connected without interruption,
This is un important point, and the manner in which Al under-
scores it indicates that this is the philosophical raticanal-
ization for any reversal in line by a revolutionary leader;
it may be used as a club against those who are reluctant to
change course ("dogmatists, die-hards'"). Thus Mao says that,
"A true rovolutionary leader must be adept at correcting his
ideas, theories, plans, or programs when they ars mistaken...
I the cognition of revolutionaxies does not change quickly
with a situation, they cannot lead the revolution towards
victory." (17)

While Mao was well advised in making this pbractical
point, hils eulogists are not justified in stressing its
novelty. FYor, among other things, Engels in Anti-Duhring
states that "Truth and error, like all concepis which are
expressed in polar opposites, have absolute validity only
in an extremely limited field." And Lenin, more concretely,
tells Gorky that, "There is nothing either sacred or holy
about theories or hypotheses; they serve us only as instru-
ments.” (18) Finally, Lenin again: Above all, we '"must
take account of real life, of the exact facts of reality,
and not hang on to the tails of the theories of vyesterday,
which...do not come near eaough to the complexities 0f life." i

{

(19}

As 1in Mao's discussion of (a) the two stages of the
knoving-process and (b) relative truth, his (c) distinction
between appezi:ince and essence, in the matter of cognitica,
is also part of the already-organized Marxist doctrine. Mao
has nothing to add to Engels' and Lenin's ideas on appeaxrance
and essence. There is, moreover, a straight line running
frem Marx's critical reformulation of (d) the primacy of ;
practice in knowledge (2), through the writings of Fnzels, j
and on into the writings of Lenin and Stalin.

In responding to the question we posed at tha beginning !
of this paper, we must state that in On Practice, ¥Mao at no 3
point--(a), (b), (¢), or (d)--introducss a novel idea or
makes a "contribution" to Marxist dialectical materialism.
Professor Feng Yu-lan, perhaps the greatest living historian

e
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of Chinese philosophy, in an unusual review of On Practice,
finds that even Mo Ti (o, 479-381 B.C.), Wang Chuny (born
¢, 27 A.D.), and Wang Chuan~-shan (1619-1692 A.D.) in effect
anticipated all of Mao's views cn the role of practice in
the knowing-process. (21)

On Contradiction

In turning to On Contradiction {published in Peking
Jen-min Jih-pao, 1 ZApril 1952), we note that the first offi-
cial Peking commeatary on it directly states that Mao '"de-
velops the dialectical materialism of Marx, Engels, Lenin,
and Stalin,...déeply expounds every phase of the law of the
unity of opposites...and in particular, he expounds the
particularity of contradiction.'" (22) Ai Ssu-chi is also
precise as he states, with his usual clarity, that On Con-
tradiction '"further develops Lenin's brilliant idea that
"Dialectic, briefly defined, is the theory of the unity of
opposites''" (23) and that Mao "further defined the correct
relationship between internal contradiction and external
causation in the development of things." (24)

To complete this sketch of claims, we note that in the
various Chinese tributes to On Contradiction, no Soviet
praise is cited; this is in sharp coatrast to Soviet eulogies
for On Practice in 1950. At that time, Stalin apparently
was anxious to prove his friendship and respect for Mao,
Sanctioning the publication of On Practice in Bol'shevik and
Soviet praise for it. Following the Initial (I950-1051)
Soviet and Chinese claims that On Practice was a creative
"development" of the theory of cognition, Moscow apparently
decided to avoid effusive tributes to dao, probably from
concern that the Chinese leaders had started to rise to
Stalin's level as a theorist in the world Communist move-
ment. By 1952, it was clear that Stalin had no intention
of further enhancing Mao's prestige, and in reviewing the
first volume of the Selected Works of Mao Tse~tung (pub-
lished in Peking, 12 Octobcr 1951), Soviet theorists attempted
to show Mao's complete theoretical dependence on Lenir's
views on national-colonial revolutions and, particularly, on
Stalin's analysis of the peculiarities and developmental
stages of the Chinese revolution. (25) Chinese reviewers,
however, went beyond this, often assigning an independent
value to Mao's revolutionary strategy. (26)

Returning to Ai Ssu-chi's claims, the second seems
worthy of being discussed first, as it concerns Mao's defini-
tion of the '"correct relationship between internal contra-
diction and external causation." 1In On Contradiction, Mao
stresses from the start that the "contradiction within a thing
is the basic cause of its development, while the interconnec-—
tion of a thing with, and its interaction upon, other things

-5-
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are secondarvy cauvses of its development,'" and then goes

on to repeat this view, stating that external causes are

the "condition" of chunge while internal causes are the
"busis" of change. (27) llistory is invoked to instance

the point: the October Revolution in Russia influencad,
from the outside, changes in all countries, but such changes
arose according to an "inner necessity" within those coun-
tries as well as in China.

It is not true that these statements "further define"
the philosophical idea of causation, for they in no mauner
advance from the Marxist "necessary self-movement" of things
which Hegel's Logic had fathered. Thus Hegel states in his

Logic that, "...contradiction is the root of all movement
and Iife, and it is only in so far as it contains a contra-
diction tnat anything moves....," and Lenin repeats: "de-

velopment as a unity of opposites /in contradiction/...fur-
nishes the key to the 'self-movement' of everything in ex-
istence." (28) Lenin rejects any source of motion lying
outside things--that is, any Prime Mover--and Mao follows

his lead by criticizing "motion by external forces" as a
metaphysical concept. (29) Engels, too, had contrasted the
"metaphysical mode of thought" with the dialectical material-
ist position, which maintains that ""contradiction is precisely
what motion is." (30)

The first of Ai's claims--that Mao further develops
Lenin's views on the unity of opposites-.-can be analyzed with
the precision it deserves only if we assume that there are
two claims here. That is, concerning (a) unity and (b) strug-
gle of opposites.

After listing a handful of synonyms for "unity," Mao jin-
forms us that there are two conditions of unity. '"First,
two aspects of every contradiction in the process of develop-
ment of a thing find the presupposition of their existence
each in its opposite aspect and both coexist in an entity.
Second, the two contradictory aspects according to given
condltions, tend to transform themselves each into its op-
posite aspect.” (31)

Mazo appears to be merely compressing three of 16 ele-
ments which Lenin describes as constituting the essence of

dialectics: "...the totality of this thing's manifold inter—
connections with other things..."; "Everything (phenvmenan,

process, etc.) is bound up with every other"; and "...not
only unity of cppcsites, but transformation of every degree,
quality, feature, aspect, trait into &very other (into its
opposite)." (32) /Lenin's italics/ Mauo's interesting gloss,
that without the contradictory aSpect which is opposed to it
"each aspect loses the condition of its existence," is a log-

ical deduction from Lonin's element mentioned second above.
-6-

AT T T vy 2 2

Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2009/12/03 : CIA-RDP85T00875R001000010009-7




Ty [

Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2009/12/03 : CIA-RDP85T00875R001000010009-7

hed Sl WL AN LT

The unity of opposites had a practical Significance, of
course, at the time Ai Ssu-chi discussed it in 1952 shoxrtly
after the 1 April publication of On Contradiction. He says
that, although "conditional and relative"-=Lenin's phrase—--
this unity could be cbserved in the ""coexistence of two
opposite classes in New China: the working class and the
bourgeoisie, which together form part of the people's demo-
cratic united front." (33) The publication of On Conira-
diction had marked the beginning of a shift of the CCP to
a velatively soft line on the national bourgeoisie and
appears to have been part of Mao's effort to call a halt
to the S5-anti's (34), inasmuch as the capitalists had been
given a thorough lesson in political power. (35)

Mao seems anxious to view the unity of opposites as
being not only inevitable, but also, at times, desiiable,
What appeari: to be crucial for him is that this aspect of.
contradiction gives a revolutionary leadur carte blanche
to change the iine and even compromise temporarily with an
"enemy'" without transgressing on doctrine. (36) He is in
effect attempting to make criticism of politburo policy from
the party ranks virtually impossible. Thus in explaining
the CCP's united front with the Kuomintang (KMT), his theo-~
retical justification is, "Contradictory things change into
®ne apother; therein is contained a certain identify." (37)

As for struggle, Mao informs us that "The struggle
within a contradiction runs throughout a process from L. -
ginning to end and causes one proc=ss to transform itself
into another, and as the struggle within' the contradiction
is present everywher<, we say the struggle within the con-
tradiction is unconditional, absolute." (38)

This accords precisely with Lenin's view. For Lenin,
it is struggle, not unity, which is primary in a contra-
diction. The unity of opposites is relative, temporary,
transient; but the struggle between mutually exclusive
‘opposites is "absolute, just as development and motion are
absolute." (39) 1In summing up, Mao demonstrates just how
faithful he really is as a disciple of Lenin: "Conditional,
relative unity, combinped with unconditional, absolute strug-
gle, constitutes the movement in opposites in all things."
(40) 1In Dialectical and Historical Materialism (October
1938), Stalin, too, informs us that "struggle' constitutes
the "internal content of the Process of develenrment™ and
that "struggle" arises on the basis of 45127 contradictions.

A practical application of this view of contradiction
to the situatior in China is made by Ai, who not surpris-
ingly =ays that the "relationship of working class-bourgeoisie
coexistence inevitably will pass through a definite struggle."

-7~
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(41) The struggle against the national bourgeoisie, how-
ever, will be wazed, Ai says, "economically...legally...
ldeologicaully; that is, in the form of education and re-
form," inasmuch as--here he quotes lao--""Contradictions
and struggle arc universal absolute, but the methods for
solving contradictions, that is, the forms of struggle,
differ according to differences in the nature of the con-
tradictions.' (42)

i goes on to discuss "Mao Tse-tung's" distinction be-
tween "antagonistic and non-antag-nistic" contradictions
43) and, though insisting that this is "based on cexrtain
basic ideas of Lenin," he gives no statement of Lenia to
support the distinction directly. The question arises: Is
Mao here making an original contribution?

It appears that he is not, for in au effort to avoid
the implication that conflict exists in a socialist society,
Stalin's Lieutenant, A. A. Zhdanov, in 1947 had set forth '
the ldea that contradictions can be antigonistic or, under
socialism, non-antagonistic. (44) But Zhdanov set forth
his view in 1947, whereas iac's essay, the Chinese editors
tell us, "was written...in August 1937" and was republished
in April 1952. Ve will later on attempt to demonstrate
that On Contradiction probably was not written in 1937 and
that the period 19350-1952 is closer to the mark. The evi-
dence will suggest that Mao did not anticipate Zhdanov's
1947 thesis,

To return to the first official Peiping commentary
on the essay, Mao is said to have "expouanded the particular-
ity of contradiction." The "particularlity of contradicticn"
is the idea discussed most fully not only in Ai's article,
but also in that of other important theorists, inciluding
Shen Chih-yuan (45) arnd Li Ta (46). Mao's discussion of
this idea is thus g.ven considerable enphasis. This em-
phasis, it appears, results from Mao's own instruction:
'""the particularity of contradiction should be studied with
Special attention." Following his discussion of the "uni-
versality of contradiction," which is merely a thematic
treatment of Engels’ and Lenin's view tha* contradictions
appear everywhere and in everything, Mao asserts that, "if
we do not study the particularity of contradiction, we can
in no woy-determine the particular quality of a thing." (47)
Taken by .itself, this is tautological. -

But it soon emerges from Mao's discussion that he is
anxious to stress, not general pPropositions but rather "con-
crete things'"--"concrete things" which "our dogmatists" re-
fuse to study. "OQuy dogmatists do not observe the principle"

-8-
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of using different methods to solve different contradictions.
(48) Mao concludes on a practical note: because of certain
conditions, "an alliance of the KMT and CCP is brought about
at one time, and at another time a struggle." (49)

This 1s crude dialectics. It is below the level of
Marx, Engels, and Lenin. It resembles Stalin's clumsy think-
ing and style.

Ve can see how thus far Mao's discussion of particular-
ity qualifies the "law" of universality, introduce ifs and
buts, and in this way reduces its effectiveness as a general
rule of philosophy. But at the same time, it obviously makes
the "law™ of universality less of a hindrance to a revo-
lutionary leader, who must frequently change course in actual
practice. As for its novelty, none seems to exist, not even
in the term "particularity." The Short Philosophical Dic-
tionary, edited by M. Rozenthal and P. F. Yudin in 1939,
quotes Engels and Lenin on the matter of particulaxrity, and
Mao himself says that, Stalin analyzed the "particularity
of the imperialism of tsarist Russia" and his analysis "ser-
ves us as a model." (50)

Mao Makes a Contribution to Dialectical Materialism

In his discussion of particularity, Mao makes a dis-
tinction which appears to have been made by no Communist
theorist before him. Of two contradictory aspects in any
contradiction, one must be the principal and the other the
secondary. "The quality of a thing is mainly determined
by the principal aspect of the contradiction that has won
the dominant position." It follows--and this is crucigle-
that the ''quality of a thing changes...when the principal
aspect of the ccontradiction undergces a change." (51)

Mao seems to have hit upon a new way to describe the
law of. the Negztion of the MNegation. It is his way of com-
menting on the "“"supercessinn of the old by the new." Ve
can agree with Shen Chih-yuan's statement that "the point
at which Mao Tse-~tung was especially creative is in his
thesis on the principal contradiction and the principal
aspect of contradiction." (52)

Mao's description of qualitative change seem to be the
extent of his originality as a Marxist dialectical material-—
ist.
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Chinuse alully Dutes of Publication

Lvery Chinose thoorist who hu discussed On Practico
and On Contradiction explicitly or implicitly asks “tho
roeader to asgume that thouo cushys woro written in 1937,
This does not appear to be true.

Yhon, on the basis of his unlque description of the
Nogation of the Negution, Mao muakes the deduction thr v ovon
the predominunt productive forces (base) beceme subordinated
to eluments in the superstructuro, which manifost thomselvoes
in the "principal and docisivo role," he denies one of Marx's
most conslstently hold views. That is, the view that the
productive forces are decisive in determining the super-
sitructural relations of production. "Political and cultural
reforms," Mao says, "bocome the principal and decisive
factors." (53) But this is precisely a rostatement of °
Stalin's departure from Marx's view. In Dialestical and
His toricnl Matorialism, Stalin states tha¥ "new social ideas
and theories’™ become the "most potont force...which facili-
tates the progress of socicty."

We have posed the question: Did Mao anticipate Zhdanov's
idea of non-antagonistic contradictions? We now ask: Did
Mao also anticipate Stalin's revision of Marx? Stalin's
Dialectical and Historical Materialism (actually a work of
several scholars) was published in October 1938, but Chinese
theorists claim, as we have said, that Mao's On Contradiction
was written in August 1937.

We must state flatly that the Chinese claim appears to
be fraudulent. There is considerable evidence for the view
that neither On Practice or On Contradiction were written in
1937, but rather In the period from 1930 to 1952 and that
Maxo copied innovations made by Stalin and Zhdanov. These
are the facts:

1. On Practice was published in Bol'shevik, No. 23,
December 1950, and reviewed in Pravda, 18 December 1950.
It was not until 29 December 1950 that this essay was pub-
lished in the Peking Jen-min Jih-pao, and this was the
first time, as far as can be determined, that it was ever
published in China. The earliest available edition of Mao's
selected works in the Hoover Library's extensive Chinese
Collection (Stanford), dated 1945, includes essays written
in the period from May 1937 to December 1944 but makes no
mention of either of Mao's philosophical essays. (54) Sim-
ilarly, another edition of Mao's selected works in the
Hoover Library, dated March 1947, with 1its supplement,
dated December 1947, contains no references to the philo-
sophizal essays. (55)
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2. Tha Cheng-fens Yon-hsion (Party Relorm Documents)
used in the CCETS TOSZI-TE T yaeTL L{Gation” Gampiiein-= the
effort to tighten up pa: ty organization by Stalinist in-
doctrination and tha ef.ort to adapt doctrine to conditions

¥ in Chinu-~contailn no roeloronces to the essays, (86)  As o
matter ol fact, theorists iaxe sharply attacked in the Docu-

monts, .

-

3. Llu Shao-chi's writlngs, particularly How to be a

{ Good Communist (given as a sories of lectures i Yonam, July
L939) contain no references Lo Mao's 1937 essays.  In How to
bo_a Good Communist, Liu says, "Vle must oppose the separa-
tion ol theory from practice,”" but fuils to mention Mao's
On Practice in which this admonition is stressed. He refers
to M. Mitin as "a Soviet philosopher" in a passage on master-
Ing "Marxist theory,'" bul again does not mention Mao. He
quotes Stalin on "the sources of contradiction within pro-
lotarias parties," thoen Engels, "contradictions must be
solved by means of struggle," and Stalin again on "the over-
coming of contradictions within the party by means of strug-

' gle," but Muo is not mentioned. Thus two ol Mao's essays
which were most relevant to parts of Liu's lectures are not
used by him two years after they allecgedly were written.

4. On Contradiction was printed out of chronological

order in Selccted Works of Mao Tse-tung, Volume II, 10 April

1952. On the fly-lIeaf of this volume, the following state-

ment is made by the Committee on Publication of Seleccted Works

of Mao Tse-tunyg, Céntial Committee, CCP:" "The essay On Contra-

dictlon publishad.in thls vdlume should, have been in Volume I

tor uccord with the adthor's chronology. It is included heres tem-

porurily awulting trepublicution of. Volume. I." This strongly sug-
- posts that On Contradictioh was not.availuble for publication

evenpaus: lute as 12 October 19531 when Volume I appeared in Chinu.

5. On 1 March 1952, prior to the publication of On

Contradiction, theorist wni Chi, writing in the theoretical

' Journal of the party's Central Committee, Hsueh-hsi, denied
that Mao was philosophically inept. Li atTacked certain
"infants'" who believed that in the early period of the
Chinese revolution, Mao "was not yet a well-versed Marxist-
Leninist theorist." (57) Li called for criticism of this
"entirely mistaken" view, suggesting that certain CCP mem-

— bers held it.

The publication of On Practice and On Contradictior
"in 1937" was intended, Chinese theorists tell us, to combat
dogmatists and the pretentiousness of their theories. Act-
ually, the publication of these two essays in 1950 and 1952,
respectively, was intended as the first major step in an
effort to build the prestige of Mao as a philesopher. Soviet
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leaders arce undoubtedly awure of Muo's burronness as a
philosopher (as distinct firom a revolutionary leader), but
this is not the reason why Soviet praise for Mao as n phil-
. osophical genius gradually has subsided since 1950-1951,
The Chinese claims, not the invalidity of the claims, dis-
turb Moscow. Ironically, in December 1956, when the Yugo-
slav Communists were insisting on their "separate road to
socialism," Khrushchev, speaking to u Chinese delegation
headed by politburo member Peng Chen, contrasted the Chinese
with the Yugoslavs. Whereas the Yugoslavs were "boasting,"
he said, the Chinese had many great achievements but "do not
brag about them." He was, of course, aware that the Chinese
were making claims for Communism in China which even then
were tending to relocate the center of doctrinal originality
in the Communist world.

NOTES

1. Chiang Wei-ching: "Study Mao Tse-tung's Ideology; Fully
Develop the Motive Power of Self-Consciousness;, "
Hung Chi, 16 January 1960.

2. Li Ta: "On Practice -~ the Philosophical Foundation of
Mao Tse-tung's ideology," in Selected Essays for
the Study of "On Practice," Chung-nan Jen-min Chu-pan
She, Hankow, December 1951, second edition, p. 72.
(This article was originally printed on 1 February
1951 in Jen-min Jih-pao.)

3. Lenin: The Teachings of Karl Marx, International Pub-
lishers, New York, 1930, p. l4.

4. Lenin: Materialism and Empirio-Criticism, International
Publishers, New York, 1927, p. 77.

5. Lenin: Materialism and Empirio-Criticism, Moscow, 1952,
p. 39.

- Lenin: Philosophical Notebooks, Moscow, 1947, p. 156.

6

7. Lenin: ibid., p. 146
8 Lenin: ibid., p. 261.
9 Lenin: ibid., p. 174
10. Lenin: ibid., p. 157.

11. Mao Tse-tung: On Practice, English version, Peking, 1951,
p. 5.
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b 12,  Ai Ssu-c¢hi: Ssu-hsiang Fang-fa Lun (On the Methodology

. of Thought)7 no plice, Sheng-huo Shu-tien, 1936, 161

‘Y pp. Other eirly articles are on "philosophy for the
masses, "

13. Ai Ssu-chi: Mao Tse-tung Tung~chih ¥a-chan-la Chen-11i
Lun (Comrade HMao Tse-tung Develops the Theory of
Truth), in Selected Iissays for the Study of "On
Practice," op. cit., p. 56. (This articlo was ori-~
ginally printed on 2 March 1951 in Jen-min Jih-pao.)

14, Mao: op. cit., p. 21.

15. Lenin: Materialism and Empirio-Criticism, Moscow, 1952,
p. 122,

16. Ai Ssu-chi: Comrade Mao Tse-tung Develops the Theory
’ of Truth, op. cit., p. 66.

17. Mao: op. cit., p. 0.

18. Maxim Gorky: Days with Lenin, New York, International
Publishers, 1332, p. 45.

19, Lenin: Revolutionary Lessons, London, Modern Books,
v Ltd., 1929, p. 14. (CT. also, On Dual Power and

~etters on Tactics, Collected Works, Volume XX,
Book I,pp. 115f., edited by Lenin Institute) Lenin's
remark was made in 1917 and was intended to justify
sharpering the revolution despite the orthodox
theory's dictum that the bourgeois revolution must
first be completed.

- 20. Marx: Theses on Feuerbach, II, in Ludwig Feuerbach,
Engels, International Publishers, New York, 1941,
p. 82.

21. Feng Yu-lan: "Mao Tse-~tung's On Practice and Chinese
Philosophy,'" People's China, Peking, 16 November
1951. Although Feng seems compelled to end his
article by routinely saying that Mao "successfully
solved a problem which has claimed the attention
of so many brilliant minds through the centuries,"
what his argument actually reveals is that Mao's
views were anticipated centuries before by these
"brilliant minds." (Cf. Leo Strauss: Persecution
and the Art of Writing. Free Press, Glencoe, I11.,.
1952 . p. 24, Professor Strauss argues convincingly
that '"persecution cannot bprevent even public ex-
pression of the heterodox truth" by an intelligent
writer such as Feng, one who has developed "a peculiar
technique of writing...writing between the lines.")
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22. Peking Jen-min Jih-puo, 9 April 1952. (c¢f also Shen
Chih-yuan:  "Mao-tun Lun" Chich-shuo, (Lxplanation
of "On Contradiction,™) Ven-hui Pao, Shanihai,
August 1Y52, sixth edition, p. 34. Mao "preatly
deepened and developed the law nf the unity of
opposites.")

N
(&)

Ai Ssu-chi: "Comprehend and Use the Dialectic from
the Aspect of On Contradiction," in Study On Con-
tradiction.' Ilsin-chien~she Chu-pan She, Peking,
20 Septcmber 1952, first edition, p. 5.

24. Ai Ssu-chi: ibid., p. 7.

25. P. F. Yudin, for example, first cites Stalin's remarks
on the agrarian movement in China and says that
Stalin had "armed the Chinese Communists with a
true understanding of the development of the agrarian
movement." He then refers to Mao as having been
directed by "Leninist-Stalinist theory" in his
analysis of the revolution in China. Thus by care-
ful arrangement of his material, Yudin seeks to show
Mao's dependence on Stalin, but does not make it
clear that the Stalin statement which he cites was
made in April 1927, whereas Mao's analysis of the
peasant movement appeared one month earlier, in
March 1927. (P. F. Yudin: "First Volume of the
Selected Works of Mao Tse-tung," Pravda, 26 August
1952),

26. Shen Chih-yuan, for example, first insists that in the
1924-1927 period, Lenin's and Stalin's works "had
been disseminated in China only to a very. small ex-
tent." He then says, '"Yet Chairman Mao had already,
in this very period, and even somewhat earlier,
finished his Analysis of the Various Classes of
Chinese Society (March 1926) and Report on an In-
veastigation Into the Peasant Movement in Hunan
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(March 1927) ... exercising independent powers of

reflection." (Shen Chih~-yuan: Study the "Selected
Works of Mao Tse-tung, Volunme I," Hsin~chien-she
Chu~pan She, Peking, 20 January 1952, pp. 19, 25-
26.)

27. Mao Tse-tung: On Contrudiction, in Selected Works
of Muao Tse-tung, Volume II, Internaticnul Publishers,
New York, p. 13.

28. Lenin: Philosophical Notebooks, op. cit., p. 328,

29. Mao Tse~tung: On Contradiction, op.cit., p. 15.

30. Engels: Anti-Duhring, in Handbook of Marxism, Gollanz,
London, 1936, pn. 256-7"

3l. Mao Tse-tung: On Contradiction, op.'cit., p. 42,

32. Lenin: Philosophical Notebooks, op, cit., pp. 192°Ff.
(Ct. Hegel's Absolute Tdea in Logic.)

33. Ai Ssu-chi: op. cit., 25 September 1952, p. 26.
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34,

35.

37.
38,
39.

Theorists who had datifully followed the party's "hard"

On

lince on the patriotic capitalists in writing for
Hsueh~hsi were made scapegoats, as the line changed
in April. In the 10 Februory 1952 issue of study,
Yu Kuang~yuan and Hu Sheng had declared that the
capitalists should be counteruttacked, as they had
launched &« “ferocious attack' on the workers, and
Ai. Ssv-chi himself as late as 16 March had written
in Hsuzh-Lsi on the "reactionary nature" of the
capitalisti. Wher therefore on 10 April the pub-
lication of Usueb-hsi was suspended until June, the
editorial board stated, "In several recent issues
/i.e., spring 19527, some articles on the question
of the bourgeoisié made the mistake of one-sidedness,

which 1s also related to the tendency of dogmatism...

The republication of Comrade Mao Tse-tung's On Con-
tradiction awakens us and makes us feel that we must
adopt an extremely sober attitude and quickly correct
these shoritcomings and mistakes. The editorial board
is ncw conducting a penetrating investigation and
will inform our readers of the results." Scapegoats
were also found in the party's Central Committee.

In documents connected with his case, Hu Feng informs
us that even Lu Ting-i, chief of the party's propa-
ganda department, made a "self-criticism" in April
1952. During the shake-up period, apparently Chen
Po-ta carried the burden of the propaganda depart-
ment's work and, in a 13 May Jen-min Jih-pao article,
he eulogizes Mao for his correct understanding of

the "transformation'" of contradictions.

21 April 1952 Jen-min Jih-pao made the revealing
statement that now the "bonrgeoisie will be afraid
to break the law" and that the policy of the CCP

is now '"to unite with the bourgeoizie, not to liqui-
date its economy."

Lenin is more candid: "Of course, in politics, in which

scmetimes extremely complicated--national and inter-
national--relationships between classes and parties
have to be dealt with...it would be absurd to con-
coct a recipe or gemeral rule...that would serve in
all cases. One must have the brains to analyze the
situation in each separate case." (Left-Wing Com-
munism, Ch, VIII)

Mao Tse-tung: On Contradiction, op. cit., p. 45.

Mao Tse-tung: ibid., p. 49.

Lenin: Philosophical Notebooks, op.cit., p. 328.

-16-

PSR i K o I IP- NN

Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2009/12/03 : CIA-RDP85T00875R001000010009-7

A




Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2009/12/03 : CIA-RDP85T00875R001000010009-7

40.
41,
42,
43.
414,

45.

46.

47.
48 ,
49,
50.
S51.
52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.
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Ai Ssu-chi: op. cit., 25 September lud2, p. .27-28.
Ai Ssu-chi: ibid., p. 28.

Ai Ssu-chi: dibid., p. 29,

Bol'shevik, 1947, No. 16. (Or, A. A. Zhdanov: Essays

on Liierature, Music, and Philosophy, London, 1930, -
pp. 76-112.) The roots of Zhdanov's thesis may be
found in Lenin's remark that, '"Under socialism,
antagonism disappears, but contradiction exists."
(Critical notes on Bukharin's Economics of the
Transitional Period, which Mao quotes.)

Shen Chih-yuan: "On Contradiction and the Science of’
Economics,'" in Study "On Contradiction," op. cit.,
ppc 73—96-

Li Ta: "On Contradiction -- the Guide to Revolutionary
Action and Scientific Research," in Study "On Con-
tradiction," Hsin-chien-she Chu-pan She, Peking,

25 April 1953, pp. 1-25.

Mao Tse-tung: On Contradiction, op. ‘cit., p. 23.

Mao Tse-tung: ibid., p. 24.

Mao Tse-tung: ibid., p. 32.

Mao Tse-tung: ibid., p. 34.

Mao Tse-tung: ibid., p. 38.

L

Shen Chih-yuan: "On Contradiction and the Science of
Economics,'" in op. cit., p. 83,

Mao Tse-tung: On Contradiction, op. cit., p.

Mac Tse-tung Hsuan-chi, Vodume - IX, Chin-Cha-Chi Jih-pao
She, May 1944, first edition, reprinted March 1945.

Mao Tse-tung Hsuan-chi, complete in one ts'e, Chin-
Cha-Chi Jih-pao She, Branch Office, March 1947.
Hsu-pien (Supplement to same), December 1947,

Cheng-feng Wen-hsien (Party Reform Docaments), Yenan,
Chieh-fang She, 1944, first edition.

Li Chi: "Read Analysis of the Various Classes in Chi-
nese Society," Peking, Hsueh-hsi, 1 March 1952.
-17- .

IATINIY oy

Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2009/12/03 CIA-RDP85T00875R001000010009-7




